September 23, 2020

PROTECT AND SERVE ACT

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, across
the country, Americans watched in
horror as news stations reported the
shooting of two sheriff’s deputies in
Los Angeles, who were brutally tar-
geted by a murderous, violent criminal.

In North Carolina, just 2 days earlier,
sheriff’s deputy Ryan Hendrix, a father
of two young children, a man planning
to get married, was murdered in cold
blood while responding to a family
under siege by an evil criminal.

So far in 2020 alone, 37 law enforce-
ment officers have been murdered by
violent criminals and hundreds have
been wounded while protecting our
communities.

Despite these senseless deaths and
the gruesome violence against police,
there are those who support radical
ideas like defunding or abolishing the
police. These dangerous policies would
allow criminals to roam free through-
out our communities, unchallenged and
unafraid.

The agitators pushing to abolish the
police have sown the seeds of discord in
our country by disrespecting law en-
forcement and disregarding their brave
service to our Nation. Just look at
Asheville, NC. Since June 1, over 30 po-
lice officers have left the law enforce-
ment profession. These brave men and
women are tired of being attacked
physically, emotionally, and person-
ally, simply for trying to keep their
communities safe, every single damn
day.

They put on a uniform to go protect
their community, not sure if they are
going to come back safe, and they do it
anyway, and we owe them a debt of
gratitude. But they are sick of the op-
portunistic politicians like the Demo-
cratic leader and AOC attacking them
for just doing their jobs.

Worst of all is the specter of targeted
attacks like those against the deputies
in Los Angeles. The harmful rhetoric
being used by the radical, anti-police
leftists encourages an environment of
hostility, which emboldens criminals
and murderers. The result is brazen at-
tacks against law enforcement officers
in broad daylight.

In light of the toxic environment
being created in this country, which
devalues police, I believe the Senate
must act to protect law enforcement
officers and show them our support.
That is why I have introduced the Pro-
tect and Serve Act with 16 of my Re-
publican colleagues.

The Protect and Serve Act would
punish criminals who target law en-
forcement officers and harm them.
These criminals will receive up to 10
years in prison, and if they murder or
kidnap a law enforcement officer, they
will get a life sentence.

It is sad that Congress even needs to
consider a bill to protect police offi-
cers, but let me be clear: Attacks
against any law enforcement officers
are no laughing matter. Congress must
pass the Protect and Serve Act imme-
diately and boldly say there is no es-
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cape from justice for dangerous crimi-
nals who intentionally assault or kill a
law enforcement officer.

Today, I call on every single Demo-
crat to support this commonsense leg-
islation. The question is simple: Do
you support the men and women in
blue who fight every day to keep our
communities safe or do you support
lawless, reckless, liberal mobs who
want to defund the police?

It is a yes-or-no question. You either
back the blue or you back anarchy.

As long as I am a U.S. Senator I will
do everything I can to protect our men
and women who protect our commu-
nities every single day. I expect and
they deserve no less.

I hope my Democratic colleagues can
stand up to AOC, the Squad, and their
radical liberal base and do the same. It
is time to back the blue. It is time to
restore safety in our communities. It is
time to end the killing of law enforce-
ment officers and people just trying to
protect us every single day.

I yield the floor.

Mr. TILLIS. Madam President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
LOEFFLER). The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ELECTION SECURITY

Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, I
want to talk for a few minutes about
securing our election process.

At various times, in the last 4 years,
there have been different levels of rea-
sons why the Federal Government
needed to take over the election proc-
ess. For a while, it was that the process
was too easily infiltrated by outside in-
fluences, and then it was COVID-19,
and it was important that everybody
vote in different ways than they have
ever voted before, and somehow only
the Federal Government could manage
that.

I would say that, in that, just as we
look toward the 2020 elections, we have
spent over $1 billion. I think it is $1.2
billion in funding from the Congress.
We have had dozens of hearings in the
Rules Committee, the Judiciary Com-
mittee, and the Homeland Security
Committee. There was a 3%-year bipar-
tisan investigation that I was part of
as part of the Intelligence Committee,
and we have looked at this about every
way we can.

Right now, people across the country
are beginning the process of casting
their votes. This year, more than any
other year up until now, we will have
election day, but, really, we will have
more like ‘‘election month,” and, in
some States, it is going to be ‘“‘election
6 weeks’ or ‘‘election 7 weeks.”

So this process is starting right now.
It is a process where people will decide
who represents them in the White
House and the Congress; or, in some
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cases, in city hall; in many cases, the
Governor’s mansion; and in almost all
cases, the general assembly; and in all
cases, the U.S. House of Representa-
tives.

Confidence in the voting process is
the thread that holds the fabric of de-
mocracy together. Every time we need-
lessly get into a discussion about
whether this process is fair or safe, I
think it is harmful. Every time we
need to have that discussion about
whether it is fair or safe, it is, of
course, not only helpful but totally ap-
propriate.

This is the time when we need to be
sure that our work has brought us to a
good conclusion, rather than talking
about the fact that the system is not
going to work. The system is going to
work. As the chairman of the Rules
Committee, where we have the prin-
cipal election jurisdiction, or as a
member of the Intelligence Committee,
I spent a lot of time looking at this. I
think we have been very serious in the
Senate, particularly, in considering
these issues and at looking at the
threats to our election system itself.

I am not going to talk much in the
next few minutes about false informa-
tion and other things. In my view, all
you have to do is turn on the television
to find some false information and
watch the campaign commercials.
There is a nugget of truth, perhaps, but
most of them—many of them have lit-
tle more than a nugget of truth in
them.

Sure, I am concerned about false in-
formation. I am particularly concerned
about it if it comes from foreign gov-
ernments, from those who wish our
country ill. But there is a lot of infor-
mation out there—a lot more informa-
tion than there has ever been before—
and people should be very thoughtful
about the information they take in.

I am not going to talk a lot about
that. I want to talk about the election
system itself because, in my view, the
election-day system is as secure as it
has ever been. The registration system
is as secure as it has ever been.

Four years ago, the Obama adminis-
tration—a little later than this—said:
There is a big problem, and we are
going to declare the election structure
a structure of national significance,
and we are going to play a different
role than we have ever played before.

There was no anticipation that this
was going to happen and not much dis-
cussion.

Election officials all over the coun-
try immediately said: Oh, no, you are
not. You are not going to just decide in
October of an election year that you
are going to take over the election sys-
tem and declare it a system of national
significance, a system of critical sig-
nificance to the future of the Nation.

Of course it is, but it didn’t become
that in October of 2016.

But the message was clear that we
needed to build those stronger ties
with local and State election authori-
ties. We needed to do everything we
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